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When a motion for recusal has been filed but not yet determined, some jurisdictions permit the judge to act unless and until the 
recusal has been approved, | holding that the rules governing a change of judge divests a court of jurisdiction to take action only 


after a litigant moves for a change of judge and until a new judge is assigned.” 


Other jurisdictions do not grant authority for the judge to act when a disqualification motion is pending,’ even where the judge 


is unaware of the motion due to a clerical error.* 


In jurisdictions where a judge has no choice but to sustain the timely filing of an application for change of judge, the court is 
left without jurisdiction to take further action in the case,” except to make the necessary order to effectuate the change® or act 


on emergency matters, ’ unless otherwise ordered to proceed by the presiding judge.® 


Under a rule governing disqualification of appellate justices, if a motion to disqualify is certified to the entire court, a challenged 


justice may not sit with the remainder of the court to consider the motion.” 
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